excuse for pretending that more precision is all that is needed to improve photometry. Yet there is great reluctance on the part of many people to admit the limits of photometry based on the V() function, because it serves their interests well. The lighting industry likes the present system because it provides welldefined and widely recognized numbers against which their products can be developed and compared. Regulators like photometry because it gives them simple, calculable benchmarks to use to achieve their ends. Professional lighting societies like photometry because it allows quantitative recommendations and lighting designers like photometry because it gives them numerical credibility. Essentially, the strength of photometry is that a number is worth a thousand words.
Yet there is no getting away from the fact that photometry is based on an incomplete description of the human visual system's capabilities. There are three actions required improve this situation. The first is the widespread recognition of the limitations of photometry based on V() alone. The second is the development of a number of alternative weighting functions reflecting the operation of all the photoreceptors in the retina. The third is the identification of the conditions under which each of these weighting functions should be used. If this could be done, photometry would be less approximate than it is now and could be used to better describe the impact of light and lighting on human perception and performance. 
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